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indeed what ought to be expected or required by man, when the
very Word of Life has lived intimately with us in our flesh? Unless,
of course, there is some hope that the wisdom of God can be
excelled by man. Rather is it fitting that the mouths of all men
should be closed, after he has once spoken in whom the Heavenly
Father wished all the treasures of wisdom and knowledge to be
hidden. . . . What else does this mean than that all the inventions
of the human mind, from whatever head they have taken their
origin, should be kept away, in order that the pure Word of God
may be taught and learned in the Church of the faithful; that the
decisions of all men, of whatever rank, should be abolished3 in
order that the decrees of God alone should be laid down?5
Having thus stated what he holds to be the right position in the
matter, he goes on to give what he takes to be the position of his
opponents: cFirstly, they wish our faith to stand and fall by their
judgement, so that whatever they have decided in either direction
may be determined and fixed for our minds. So that, whatever
they have approved ought to be approved by us without any
doubting, and whatever they have condemned ought to stand
condemned by us. Hence their axioms: it is in the power of the
Church to lay down articles of faith and to equate the authority
of the Church with the authority of the Sacred Scripture; a man
is not a Christian who does not consent with certainty to all their
doctrines, positive as well as negative, either with implicit or with
explicit faith; and other things of the same kind. . . . Meanwhile,
at their own pleasure, despising the Word of God, they hammer
out doctrines, in which they later insist that men should have
certain faith, and lay down laws, whose observance they make
obligatory. . , / Here follow some quotations to show that even
the Apostles had not the power to lay down new articles of faith,
and the use of Romans x. 17 (Taith cometh from hearing and
hearing from the Word of Christ5) to enforce the following con-
clusion: 'Plainly, if faith depends on the Word of God alone,
relies on it and rests in it alone, what place is left for the word of
man? When the power of laying down laws was unknown to the
Apostles and was so often taken away from the ministers of the
Church by the Word of God, I wonder that they dare to take it to
themselves despite the example of the Apostles and the plain
prohibition of God.'1
Wholly in accord with the spirit and meaning of this passage
11, 205-9; cf. the Prefatory Address to Francis, King of the French, I, 20, 21: 'One
of the marks of the Church is the pure preaching of the Word of God.*